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Alges 966, Mexico," DF 
Oct. 1, 1572 



Dear Harold, 

Again thanks for clippings and remarks - 

I haven’t been coy with you, honest* Only was referring 
to what I’ve already written* For example, you ask what 
I mean by saying, ’’would be something if Strlso’s intimations 
are correct. Would you have grist for the mi 111 ir In my 
letter of Aug. 1? I quoted the following from a -letter from 
Strieo i '‘ . . the word from my contact in Red. China is that a 
deal was made with our people in not pushing the narco 
operations which are vast and would make them look bad..,, 
the break re Demo hdqtrs %& intone sting and you should read 
it carefully* What were they searching for? The Democrats 
picked up some of the stuff re Pigs and the JFK killing 
which you have been working on. We may have a break in 
this election. . . !T 

This, Harold, is what I was referring to in my letter of 
Sept. 11. And this is what Strlso has been feeding me. 

No secret. And your letter of Sept. 15* of course answers 
how you feel about it. You don’t believe there is any 
connection with Striso’s intimations and the Watergate job. 

Is everything straight? 

As for my thinking of the slant re the NY Times explanation 
of drug production - I repeat they’ve whitewashed China - 
- and without referring to Strlso, I would appreciate it 
if you could explain to me how come a CBS newscaster said 
on the radio as Nixon was dining on shark’s fins in China; 
’’Let's face it, Nixon made a great concession overlooking 
the quantity of drugs produced by China, which is the 
largest in the world, Ti Forget Striso, I’d like to hear your 
opinion on this. I forget the reporter’s name, but I’m sure 
it could be traced by date. I’m not being stubborn, but 
this is something that has to be clarified. I actually heard 
this on the radio* 

As to my being naive, it's not just in the political area. 

I’m just naive or perhaps optimistic at times to a fault. 
However, if ever X write a book on Kaplan it won’t stand 
in my wa y because from the viewpoint of first person girl 
reporter visiting Kaplan in prison, I could make it a 
fun essay with absolutely darling insinuations I write only 
because it was told to me - which telling, can be proved, 
by the way. 

I guess you know by now Playboy featured the escape story 
in the October issue. They say the bock ks to be out January, 

^ I bad a lawyer but he said although he’d take my case on 

y /b { he couldn’t lay out court costs. Neither can 

X, so what do you do when you want to sue and haven’t any money 





My agent, Frans Furst, still hasn't heard from TRUE mag 
which has my ms. and I've written him to get it back if 
they're not going to use it. They could have scooped 
Playboy as they had the ms for a long time. Also, friends 
have advised me to make myself known to Playboy as the 
reporter who interviewed Kapln in prison, etc. No one 
else can write my kind of story. I wrote this to my 
agent and am waiting for a reply. Do you think a woman's 
mag would be. interested since I'm a female and when the 
book is out in Jan., it’s going to be quite timely to 
say the least. In other words, what do you think I 
ought to do 1 & have to do something right now - I 

can't afford to sit down and write a book as the freelancing 
I do locally consists of tuff business writing and is 
rather exhausting. Anyway, my position in the Kaplan matter 
is unique and I should be able to do something with it 
without thinking about money for a while. Sven though the 
kids are away things like dental and phone bills, etc., 
keep me on the exhaust line. 

Incidentally, I misunderstood the info given me re Kaplan 
doing the book himself. His lawyer wrote me he has the 
ms and I thought he meant he's doing it. Eviden tally he 
was reviewing it - the Playboy story cleans him up to the 
point of nausea. In a way, I'm glad I didn't see* him after 
he escaped, he would have dictated the story. Even though 
I was promised to be able to see him after the book Is 
out, I'm not sure I want to, for the same reason. I'd 
like to concentrate on what happened to Vidal - there are 
so many versions - imagine Kaplan keeps saying he's alive 
and his own U. S. attorney's say he’s dee.di’" I wish you 
had had more time to read my notes as the item of Kaplan's 
telling me there wasn’t supposed to be a body, in the* original 
plot - and the emphasis Velasques placed on the fact the 
body identified as Vidal, was not Vidal - I feel there are 
big answers right here. Also, the fact Hinckle, Turner and 
Asinof are concentrating on the dramatic escape is more than 
fpr the purposes of selling the bock - they don't have to 
write the dirt - a concession they might be making for Kaplan 
talking to them. 

Hope you have luck with your Watergate investigation. The 
Times is no longer interested in its stringer here since 
a much larger investigation is being made. 

Eearf'^o you and Lil 
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